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Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) 1-25 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) G3 Claim(s) UT2 is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 24 and 25 is/are rejected. 

7) [X] Claim(s) 13-23 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) KI The drawing(s) filed on 24 September 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) K1 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f) 
a)D All b)D Some * c)|g| None of: " ' ' 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 - The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

ot3t©S. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in sect.on 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Rank et al. Rank et al. shows a 
method of splicing a first web, 1 1, to a second web, 12, comprising the steps of: 
arranging the leading end of the second web, 12, on a roller, 25 (column 3, lines 60-68); 
clamping the second end to the roller with a clamping bar, 40 (column 3, lines 52-59); 
applying double sided adhesive tape, 33, to the leading end of the second web (column 
3, lines 31-33); arranging a counter pressure member, 17, opposite the roller; arranging 
a cutting member, 64, in the vicinity of the counter pressure member; pressing the 
counter pressure member against the roller to pinch the first and second webs 
therebetween (column 4, lines 48-50); and moving the cutting member to cut the first 
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web (column 4, lines 30-39). Rank et al. does not explicitly state that a single actuator 
moves the counter pressure member and the cutting member simultaneously. If a 
single actuator is not used, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use a single actuator because the two elements 
are shown to move simultaneously and a single actuator would both simplify the 
apparatus and ensure simultaneity. 

Regarding claim 25, Rank et al. shows a breaking beam, 55, in the vicinity of the 
cutting member for braking movement of the first web (column 4, lines 1 1-20). 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 1 3-1 7 and 1 9-23 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim must refer back in the alternative 
only. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims have not been further treated on 
the merits. 

5. Claim 1 8 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because 
it references back to another multiple dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 
Accordingly, the claim has not been further treated on the merits. 



6. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-12 are allowed. 
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7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: None of the prior art, either alone or in combination suggests a splicing device 
with two splicing heads each of which comprises a roller associated with a clamping 
bar, a counter pressure member, and a cutting member. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Torres Martinez shows an apparatus similar to that of Rank et al. 
but would not be prior art if the priority document and a certified English translation of 
the priority document were both submitted. Hashimoto shows a splicing apparatus 
where the counter pressure member and cutting member move simultaneously. Forbes 
and Harris, Jr. each show a splicing apparatus with two splicing heads but fails to show 
all of the instantly claimed features on each splicing head. Pasquale et al. shows a 
splicing apparatus with a splicing head, counter pressure member, and cutting member. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark A Osele whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1235. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Fiorilla can be reached on 571-272-1 187. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




MARK A. OSELE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

November 14, 2004 



